
Last nl^t very late and very tired I hastily read 
yoia* Annex VI. I am concerned about your proposed compromise* 
It seems to me that we are on the soundest possible ground 
when we insist that the International Intelligence Authority 
be in the control or civilians - and this means the State 
Department should have the responsibility for the appoint- 
ment of the key executive vdiose office should also be here 
in the Department* 

Isn^t this even more apparent in light of Truman »s 
message of this morning which foreshadows merger of the 
Army and the Navy? Maybe a compromise, if we need one, 
would involve setting up the top control in the hands of 
the Secretary of *3,ew Secretary of the Department 

of Defense, or whatever it will be called, and a civilian 
either from within Government or outside of it to be 
appointed by the President# 

Another device might be to put the responsibility for 
the appointment directly In the hands of the Secretary of 
State. If the Secretary of Defense disagrees, the issue 
goes to the President* This gives the Secretary of Defense 
a veto power* He should Imive no more than this in my opinion* 

In your scheme for Advisory Groups or Boards - is it 
advisable to emphasize the groups that are to make the most 
use of the intelligence? I know that this Is your plan and 
I am probably wrong in feeling that the Idea doesn*t come 
through sharply enough. People collecting the intelligence 
and responsible for its processing are the key operating 
people in the various Departments, but the top advisors' should 
in many cases be those who make use of the intelligence. Am 
I properly interpreting your objective here? Am I wrong In 
thinking that this could be more sh€irply clarified? 







